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Some ſhort Remarks on a late Act for Licenſing and Regula 
ting Hackney- Coaches, c. Together with ſome modeſt Ani- 
madverſuns on the Manner of putting the ſame in Execution. 
In a Letter to « Member of the Honourable Houſe of Commons. 
SIR 1 | | 
5 the beſt and wiſeſt of Councils muſt inevitably err in their Proceedings, when grounded 
A upon Miſ. information; ſo 'tis no Diſhonour to the Greateſt of Aſſemblies, even a Parliament, 
to review and alter their own Reſolutions, whenever the Inconveniences likely to follow are 
clearly repreſented, by ſtating true Matter of Fact, which I have ſtudied to do with all imaginable 
Candor in the following Particular: — | | 
Sir, Many indifferent Perſons ſtand amaz'd to find the lazieſt, idleſt, moſt profligate, debauch'd, 
and uſeleſs part of the Mobb ( eſpecially at a time when you have ſo many important Affairs that re- 
quire your utmoſt Application) allowed to diſturb or divert the Councils of your Houle inceſſantly 
with their noily, clamorous, and groundleſs Importunities for relief as to their pretended Suffecings in 
not being licenſed as Hackney-Coachmen by Act of Parliament, &. when indeed their Pretentions 
at beſt are very indirect and lame. For, LE PE 
By Virtue of the Statute of 13 and 14 Car. II. there were only 400 Perſons licenſed to keep, drive, 
or Jett to hire Hackney- Coaches, moſt of which were the Coachmen and menial Servants of Noble- 
men and Gentlemen, who had ſignally diſtinguiſh'd themſelves in the late Civil Wars: Nor were theſe 
Licenſes by that Act aſſignable or transferrable (as now they are) but renewable every Year, while 
that Act was in force to the very ſame Perſons, unleſs vacated by Death or ſome other extraordinary 
Cauſe : Which Act expired about fifteen Years paſt, and conſequently all Licenſes grounded upon it 
became void; fo that ever ſince, till the Commencement of this late Act, all Perſons of whatſoever 
Imployment, might, and actually have kept as many Hackney-Coaches as they thought fit, notwith- 
fanding any aſſumed Power or pretended Regulation by fome Lord Mayors of London. | 
But, Sir, the firſt and principle End of this late Act was to raiſe a Subſidy to carry onthe War, as is 
very evident by the Narrative of the Act it ſelf, Pag. 419. in Order to which, it was neceſſary the 
Hackney-Coaches ſhould be reduced to a certain Number, which leads me to the ſecondary End of the 
Act (to wit) To regulate and curb the Inſolencies, Affronts, and many other Abuſes put by Hackney Coachmen 
en all Degrees of Perſons whatſoever : And the Parliaments Care herein is apparent from the whole Te- 
Aure of the At. | | | | | 
hben, Sir, give me leave in the next place to obſerve, that the only particular Perſons comprehended in, 
or directed by the Act to be licenſed, are ſuch as were alive of the 400 ancient Coachmen formerly licen- 
fed by Act of Parliament, or the Widow or Widows of any of them, who (had they been all alive) 
could not poſſibly make up more than 400 of the 700 licenſed by this Act: Nay further, the Survi- 
vers or Widows of the ſaid 3400 ancient Coachmen were directed to have that Preference, only upon 
Condition that they'd come in upon the Terms of the Act within Twenty Days after Notice publiſhed 
by the Commiſſioners ; becauſe virtually they had no legal Title to be licenſed de novo by this Act, 
more than any other Perſon whatſoever, but that the Parliament being probably moved by a compaſſio- 
nate Regard to their preſumed Old Age, or Incapacity for any other Imployment, did direct that they 
ſhould have the Preference abovementioned ; which if they had neglected or refuſed to accept, the 
Commiſſioners muſt needs then have licenſed any that would have paid the King's Fine and Yearly 
Rent, Cc. vide Act, pag. 425. There being no other Qualification required by the Act to qualifie any 
Perſon tor being licenſed after the firſt 400, other than paying 50 l. Fine, 4 1. Yearly Rent, and being 
ſubje& to all By-Laws and Ordinances made, or to be made by the Commiſſioners. vide Ad, pag. 421, 
422, 424, 424 1 | | e | | 
N The n e urg d by the Hackney-Coachmen, That none but they only ( forſooth ) ought, 
or muſt be licenſed. is ſo very inconſiſtent with the Intention and whole Tenure of the Act, that the 
very Clauſe which directs the preference above recited,did neceſſarily oblige the Commiſſioners to licenſe 
about 100 Tradeſmen of ſeveral Profeſſions, who either had married ſuch Widows as had a Right by 
that Claufe, or have been themſelves ancient Coachmen, who ( though licenſed by the former Act) 
had relinquiſh'd that Calling ſince the Expiration of that Act, or to whom ſeveral of the poor Widows, 
yet alive and comprehended in this Act, have affign'd their reſpective Titles, as not being able to Pay 
the King's Fine, or buy Coach and Horlcs, vide Act, pag. 425. Yea, the very Title of the Act expreſ- 
ſes the Intention of it, An A# for Licenſing and Regulating Hackney-Coaches, and not Hackney-Coachmen, 
and throughout the whole Act, the Words run thus: AU Perſons to be licenſed, and not all Coachmen, 
vide Act, pag. 420. And the Number of Coaches to be licenſed, not Coachmen, vide next following 
pag. So that if any of thoſe Tradeſmen, deriving their Titles as aforeſaid, had been excluded by the 
Commiſſioners, they had by this Act deſerved the Conſideration of the Houſe in another manner than 
your noiſy Petitioners, who at beſt, (and that but a very few too) have by ſome Accident or pretend- 
ed Mortgage, got Poſſeſſion of ſome old Licenſes granted to other Perſons, who, together with their 
Widows have been dead many Years paſt. | 4 Ts 
But further, Sir, give me leave to obſerve, that had the Parliament intended that none but Hackney- 
Coachmen ſhould be licenſed, they had never made thoſe Licenſes transferrable to all Perſons whatſo- 
ever, or deviſeable by Laſt Will, vide Act, pag. 422. becauſe it could not be imagin d that all their Aſſigns, 
Legatees, Executors and Adminiſtrators muſt be Hackney-Coachmen ; And had they not been made 
transferrable and deviſeable as aforeſaid, I cannot conceive it probable ( ſcarce even poſſible) that the 
Hackney-Coachmen could be able of themſelves, in Græcas Calendas, to raiſe in one Year (and much 
leſs of a ſudden, at once) 40 or 50 Thouſand Pounds to pay their Fines and Rents to the King; till 
the Payment of which firſt, no Perſon whatſoever could be licenſed by this Act. And 1 dare aſſure you, 
Sir, from all the Information I could learn, that of the very firſt 400 Licenſes there is not one in ten ac 
leaſt, but what is already either mortgaged or abſolutely fold to repay the Money they borrowed to pay 
their ſaid Fines, or ſome other Pinching Debts, being generally ſo prodigal and Improvident, that they . 
depend upon every Day to provide for it ſelf. 5 
| rom 


From all which Premiſes I do humbly (with ſubmiſſton) cohceive it as demonſtrable as any propo⸗ 
ſition in Euclid, That the Commiſſioners had a Diſcretionary Power in eſpe of the laſt $400; the AR gi- 
ving no Directions therein: Yer the Commiſſioners have (I may ſay) ſupererogated ſo far in limiting 
themſelves; and granting of thoſe Licenſes to Hackney Coachmen only upon Certificates from the reſpe- 
dive Pariſhes wherein they lived, (excepting. a very few recommended by Perſons of Quality and 
Gentlemen) that all this time we hear bur of Six Peticioners in name of themſelves and Thirty more, 
pretended ancient Coachmen, &c. who complain of being grieved, and would therefore have a certain 
number of the 700 Licenſes call'd in (forſooth) to gratifie their Importunity ; tho Five of the Six Pe- 
titioners have actually Licenſes already; and the moſt noiſie of all the other 30 (William Metcalf) ne- 
ver had Coach and Horſes above Fifteen Months before the Commencement of this late Act: ut pray 
Sir forgive me for deſcending into particulars, ſince your time cannot admit of examining the truth 
thereof; yet I would gladly know, by what Law ſhould theſe Licenſes be a Monopoly-to Hackney Coach- 
men only? Were they ever an Incorporated Company? or did ever any of them ſerve a regular 
Prenticeſhip, to the Honourable Proteflion or Calling of Hackney Coach-driving ? No Sir, But Som- 
monly after being kick'd out of Gentlemens Service, as profligate Fellows proſtituted to all manner of 
Vice, are glad of a Hay- loft for their Lodging, and by degrees get upon a Hackney Coach-Box, as the 
laſt refuge of their Idleneſs, where they daily commit ſo many groſs Abuſes on all Ranks of Men, and 
eſpecially Women; that moſt People, Inhabitants of London and Wefminſter, have been in hopes pur- 
ſuant to the ſaid Act of Parliament, page 430, 431, 432. to have ſeen, long before now publiſhed in 
the Streets ſome particular By-Laws, for the better regulating of Hackney Coaches; which both the 
| preſent, as well as the former Commiſſioners, ſeem to have neglected. 
Sir, I have too great an Opinion of the Wiſdom of the Houſe of Commons, to be credulous in be- 
lieving, That Clamorous Petitioning will ever prevail with that Aſſembly, to call in and make void, 
any of the ſaid 700 Licenſes, to gratiſie the Importunity of the very ſcum and froth of the Mob; be- 
cauſe that Remedy would be infinitely of a worſe conſequence then the pretended Diſeaſe. For, 
1ſt, It would be the occaſion of an irreconcileable Confuſion among ſome Hundreds of Perſons, 
(beſides thoſe to whom ſuch Licenſes were firſt granted) who have either bought, ſold, lent or borrow- 
ed Money on the Credit of thoſe Licenſes; ſome of which Perſons may poſſibly be in Priſon, or the 
Fryars for Debt, others dead or gone beyond Sea to Flanders, or the WeiF-Indies; fo that the main incon- 
venience ariſing thereby would in all probability light on the moſt Innocent, who have theſe Licen- 
ſes now in Poſſeſſion by Purchaſe, & ec. and whole Titles is unqueſtionably better than any the Petitio- 
ners can produce. | oh 5 Bo | 4 
2dly, It would unhinge the whole frame of that Act of Parliament, upon which all the 700 Li- 
cenſes are grounded, becauſe the Act gives an abſolute Power to His Majeſty, to appoint ſuch Commiſ- 
fioners as he thinks fit for putting the AR in Execution: Purſuant to which, and by His Majeſty's Com- 
miſſion under the Great Seal of Exgland, the ſaid Commiſſioners have, with equal Solemnity, and under 
the very ſame Conditions, under their Hands and Seals, Licenſed all the 700. So that if any one of 
thoſe ſhould be made void, the Foundation of the others would be ſhaken, and the Titles of thoſe ha- 
ving them in poſſeſſion look d upon as precarious ; which being matter of Property, Profit and Loſs (of 
whatſoever degree) does with ſubmiſſion deſerve your conſideration : Nam majus & minus non diffe- 
runt [pecie. | | | | 
150 It would leſſen and abate of that juſt and awful Reverence, which all Men do, or at leaſt ought 
to bear tothe ſanction of an Act of Parliament: For tho' this be not an Act of the higheſt concern, 
yet it was Enacted with the fame Solemnity and Sanction, as any Act of the higheſt Nature and Con- 
ſequence to the whole Nation: And *tis a Maxim, That Cui non credendum in minimis, multo minus in 
NMa xm. 4 | 
I know Sir, That the Ignorance of theſe Petitioners adds Fewel to their Clamour in thinking, That 
their charging the Commiſſioners with partiality in the Execution of their Commiſſion, gives colour 
(yea title) to their own groundleſs pretentions: Whereas, indeed the AR it ſelf inflicts a particular Pe- 
nalty in that Caſe. Vide Act Pag. 425, 426, 427. | | | | 
Sir, Tis far from my Thought to enter into the Merits of a Caſe, which has been already ftamp'd 
with a Vote of the Houſe of Commons ; but ſome things have occurr'd tome of late, which afford me 
reaſon to believe, That if ſome particular matters of Fact had been then duely repreſented, (which I 


doubt would now be too late) che Senſe and Opinion of that Houſe might have been at leaſt ſoftned 
concerning the Execution of that Commiſſion. 


But probably Sir it may be judged convenient, that ſome ſtop may be put to the Clamour of thoſe 
Petitioners by throwing a Bone in their Teeth,as is commonly done to Dogz, to put an end to their Bark- - 
ing; and to the end it may be done, (if at all) after ſuch a manner as may be leaſt obnoxious to all others 
concerned, I humbly offer to your Conſideration the following Ss 


PROPOS 4A. 


That there be a Clauſe annexed to ſome Bill paſt in your Houſe, Impowring the Commiſſioners appointed for 
Licenſing and regulating of Hackney Coaches, to Licenſe Thirty or Forty Hackney Coaches more, under the ſame 
Fine, yearly Rent, and other Conditions, as the former 700 are- And becauſe that may ſeem to interfere with 

and partake of the Profit of the 700 already Licenſed, that may be compenſated by another ſhort Clauſe, Probi- 
biting all the Stage Coaches within a certain limited fpace of London; which may m_ at leaſt an equiva- 
lent number of the Licens'd Hackney Coaches. All which is Humbly ſubmitted to the Wiſdom of your 
Honourable Houſe. Sir, Ibave ſhot my Bow: Et Valeat quantum valere poteſt. | 


1 am, Sir, yours, G. 


